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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONiSER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 136(a)\ In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period wilt apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communlcationfe) filed on 6/29/2007 , 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainns 

4) 13 Claim(s) See Continuation Sheet is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1. 4-12. 15. 18-23. 26-31, 33. 34. 36-43. 46. 48-54. 56-62. 66. 68-74. and 77-82 is/are rejected, 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to, 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Applicatloh Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner, 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten/lew Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-326) Application No. 10/681,083 

Continuation of Disposition of Claims: Claims pending in the application are 1.4-12,15,18-23,26-31,33,34.36-43,46.48-54,56- 
62,66.68-74 and 77-82. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 24, 25, 32, 35, 44, 45, 47, 55, 63-65, 67, 68, 75, 76, 
and 83 were cancelled in amendment filed 6/29/2007. Claims 1, 4-12, 15, 18-23, 26-31, 
33, 34, 36-43, 46, 48-54, 56-62, 66, 68-74, and 77-82 are pending in this application. 

2. Below, Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior 
art(s) of record in the body of this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to 
the specific limitations within the individual claims, other passages and figures may 
apply as well. Applicant should consider the entire prior art as applicable as to the 
limitations of the claims. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
response, to consider fully each reference in its entirety as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the 
prior arts or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. Claims i, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 15, 18, 20, 21, 23, 26, 28, 29, 31, 33, 34, 36, 
37, 39, 40, 42, 62, 66, 71, 72, 74, 77, 79, 80, and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gehlot (US 2002/0186122) in view of Fujisawa 
et al. (US 2002/0115478) herein after "Fujisawa". 

3. Considering Claims 1, 4, 12, 15, 23, 31, 33, 34, 36, 62, 66, and 74, Gehlot 
discloses cellular phone signal notification system ([0021] lines 5-9, [0037] lines 
1-4) comprising a radio frequency signal detector ([0023] lines 1-3), a 
communication device is equivalent to a radio frequency signal detector), a data 
word generator that generates a unique data word each time a signal is received 
([0023] lines 10-15, [0033] lines 9-14)^ a radio frequency signal transmitter that 
accepts the unique data word from the data word generator ([0033] lines 7-9), 
the radio frequency detector, data generator, and radio frequency transmitter 
further powered by a power supply ([0027] lines 8-11), and a radio frequency 
signal receiver for receiving a transmission of the unique data word from the 
radio frequency transmitter ([0033] lines 1-5, [0034] lines 1-4), the radio 
frequency receiver further having the ability to recognize the unique data word 
and emit an alert ([0034] lines 1-4, [0036], Figure 3 - 114). 

Gehlot does not explicitly disclose the data word generator encrypts a data word. 



Fujisawa discloses the data word generator encrypts a data word ([0176]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Gehlot by the encryption techniques 
as taught by Fujisawa to provide the benefit of increased security as a result of the 
encryption, 

4. Considering Claim 82, the combination of Gehlot and Fijisawa discloses 
notifying a radio frequency receiving device ([0037] lines 1-4) user of an 
incoming signal to a radio frequency device (clam 1) comprising the steps of: the 
radio frequency device detecting an incoming RF signal (claim 5); the RF signal 
being sent to a data word generator; that data word generator creating a unique 
data word each time a signal is received (claim 5); the unique data word being 
transmitted in an encrypted format (Fujisawa- [0176]) to a unique data word 
receiver by a unique data word transmitter (claim 1); the unique data word 
receiver emitting an alert signal to the radio frequency device user (claim 1). 

5. Considering Claim 7, 18, 26, 37, 49, 57, 69, and 77, the combination of 
Gehlot and Fijisawa discloses the alert is a vibration ([0021] lines 19-21). 



6. 



Considering Claim 9, 20, 28, 39> iSi, 59> 7h and 79, the combination of 
Gehlot and Fijisawa discloses the alert is a visual alert ([0021] lines 23-24, 
[0034] lines 14-17)- 
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7. Considering Claim 10, 21, 29, 40, 52, 60, 72, and 80, the combination of 
Gehlot and Fijisawa discloses the radio frequency signal transmitter uses a 
carrier frequency ([0006], [0031] lines 13-16). 

8. Considering Claim 42, the combination of Gehlot and Fijisawa discloses 
comprising a cellular phone ([0021] lines 5-9, [0037] lines 1-4). 

9. Claims 43, 46-49^ 5h 52, 55-575 59j and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable oyer Gehlot and Fujisawa in view of Willard et al. (US 
Patent 4,803,487) herein after "Willard". 

10. Considering Claim 43, 46, 48, 54, and 56, the combination of Gehlot and 
Fijisawa discloses cellular phone signal notification system ([0021] lines 5-9, 
[0037] lines 1-4) comprising a radio frequency receiving device ([0023] lines 1-3) 
having a power supply (it is inherent that every radio frequency receiving device 
would have a power supply), a radio frequency detector ([0023] lines 1-3), a data 
word generator that generates a unique data word each time a signal is received 
([0023] lines io-i5> [0033] lines 9-14), a radio frequency signal transmitter that 
accepts the unique data word from the data word generator ([0033] lines 7-9) 
and encrypts the data word (Fujisawa- [0176]), and a radio frequency signal 
receiver for receiving a transmission of the unique data word from the radio 
frequency transmitter ([0033] lines 1-5, [0034] lines 1-4), the radio frequency 
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receiver further having the ability to recognize the unique data word and emit an 
alert ([0034] lines 1-4, [0036], Figure 3 - 114). 

The combination does not explicitly disclose the radio frequency detector utilizes 
the radio frequency receiving device power supply for operation. 



Willard discloses explicitly the radio frequency detector utilizes the radio 
frequency receiving device power supply for operation (column 3, lines 43-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Gehlot and 
Fujisawa by using the power supply of the radio frequency receiving device to 
power the transmitter as taught by Willard for the benefit of not adding extra 
bulk to the already heavy communication device. 

11. Claims 8, 19, 27, 38, 50, 58, 70, and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gehlot, Fujisawa, and Willard in view of Gehlot (US 
Patent 6,181,237) herein after "Gehlot 237". 

12. Considering Claim 8, 19, 27, 38, 50, 58, 70, and 78, the combination does 
not explicitly disclose the alert is an auditory alert. US 6, 181, 237 is incorporated 
by reference into Geholt and does explicitly disclose an auditory alert. A 
secondary reference is brought in for clarity. 
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Gehlot 237 does explicitly disclose the alert is an auditory alert (column 3 lines 
40-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combination by the audible alerts 
as taught by Gehlot 237 in order to provide additional functionality to allow a 
person who is in a situation where sound is acceptable to turn on the audible 
alert. 

13. Claims 11, 22, 30, 41, 53, 61, 73> and 81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gehlot, Fujisawa, and Willard in view of 
Chappell Brown. Electronic Engineering Times. Manhasset: October 21, 
2002., ISS. 1241; pg. 61, 2 pgs, herein after "Brown". 

14. Considering Claim 11, 22, 30, 41, 53, 61, 73, and 81, the combination does 
not explicitly disclose the carrier frequency is in the range of 433 MHz to 5 GHz. 
However, various carrier frequencies are well known in the art and would have 
been obvious to try in view of the combination. A secondary reference is brought 
in for clarity. 
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Brown does explicitly disclose the carrier frequency is in the range of 433 MHz to 
5 GHz (H 4, lines 1-2: it is well known in the art to use the cordless telephone 
frequency range for short range RF and Bluetooth). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combination by using the 2.4 GHz 
band taught by Brown for the benefit of using something that is well known in the 
art so it is more accepted to use existing standards to increase compatibility and 
robustness. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 9/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2 Regarding Claims 1, 4, 12, 15, 23, 31, 33, 34, 36, 43, 46, 48, 54, 56, 62, 66, 
74, and 82, applicants arguments have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., a smart device that offers increased security and a decreased likelihood that 
malfunctions in the form of mixed signals being received by unauthorized users when 
multiple alerting devices are used in the general vicinity) are not recited in the rejected 
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claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light pf the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed, Cir. 1993). 

Geholt discloses "An alerting device identifier, which may be either stored in alerting 
device or delivered to it from a remote location, is used to verify that the alerting device 
that receives the communication device identifier is the one that corresponds to the 
communication device to which it was delivered." A unique data word (i.e. 
communication device identifier) is generated each time a signal is received. That the 
identifier has been pre-keyed does not make the data work generic. From the examiner 
point of view the cited reference clearly teaches the generation of a unique data word 
each time a signal is received. The argued term unique data word must be clearly 
defined in the claimed language, if applicant believes it differs from the cited one. 

3. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, (i.e. that 
Geholt does not disclose encrypting the data word) one cannot show nonobviousness 
by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & 
Co.. 800 F.2d 1091. 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

4. With respect to applicants argument that Geholt fails to disclose acting as a radio 
frequency detector. Examiner disagrees and directs the applicant to Geholt- [0023], 
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[0026], [0027]. Geholt discloses "the data receipt signal may be intercepted before any 
vibration takes place... can generate an IR output in response to the receipt of data. 
While the invention is disclosed as generating an infrared output, it is to be understood 
that it could be used to generate other outputs." A recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention 
and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. 

5. With respect to applicants arguments that the combination of Geholt and Willard 
is a "stretch". Examiner disagrees and reminds the test for obviousness is not whether 
the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of 
the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested 
in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of 
the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

6. Regarding Claims 43, 46, 48, 54, and 56, Willard was introduced to explicitly 
show that the radio frequency detector utilizes the radio frequency receiving device 
power supply for operation. 
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7. Regarding Claims 8, 19, 27, 38, 70, and 78, applicants arguments have been 
fully considered but are not persuasive. With respect to applicants arguments that 
Geholt fails to disclose an audible alert, examiner disagrees and directs the applicant to 
Geholt- column 1- lines 43-67, column 3- lines 40-45. Geholt discloses "generate signal 
SI in conjunction with the audible ringing of user device", the test for obviousness is 
not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the 
structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly 
suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined 
teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. 

8. Regarding Claims 11, 22, 30, 41, S3, 61, 73, and 81, no new arguments are 
presented and the claims stand rejected for the reasons stated above. 

Conclusion 

1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randal D. Moran whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1255. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Randal D. Moran 
/RDM/ 

9/7/2007 . 
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